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Dear FCC Chairman,Kevin Martin

FCC - MAILROOM

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions™ (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. W the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who
uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as
someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited
resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax couid cause many low-voiume lang distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rurat consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highiy
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass
along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would fike
ensure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service wilf cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

Edna Mcintyre
1563 Ribble St
Saginaw, Mi 48601
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FCC

Chairman Kevin J. Martin
445 12" St. SW
Washington, DC 20554

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into
the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one
thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who
uses zero minutes of long distance a month, Constituents who use their limited resources wisely
should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due
to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their custorners, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure
1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

g/
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Vivien Lamper O
2135 Regina Drive No. of Copies rec’d
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Chairman Kevin J. Martin
445 12™ St SW
Washington, DC 20554

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {FCC) position to
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) coilection method to a monthly flat fec. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into
the system. 1f the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one
thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who
uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely
should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due
to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure
I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. Irequest you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this

matter,

Sincerely,

Faye Tangery M\’»\\ No. of Copi a 0
. pies rec'd ,
Florence, W1 54121 LstABCDE S
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I have serious concems regarding the Federal Cornmunications Commissions' (F
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

Dear Chairman

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more

into the system. if the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who

uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as

someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their fimited
resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireiess
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bilis. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly
detrimenta) effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would iike to
ensure that | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more.
And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

! will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concems to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward o hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely,

Judy Alfred ey

14062 Corliss Ave N «_ ;
i

Seattle WA, 88133
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Dear Chairman Martin:

This letter is being sent because | have serious concerns regarding the Federal
Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund
(USF) coliection method to a monthly flat fee. Many people in this country, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

The USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into
the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who
uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the
fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. People who use
their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. A flat fee fax could
cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the
USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it
would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the
USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website,
including links to FCC information. While | am aware that federal law does not require
companies to recover, or “pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer | would like to ensure that | am charged fairly. if the FCC goes
to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon
and without legisiation!

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to
my community. | have contacted my Senators and Congressman concerning this issue
and have asked their help in stopping this measure to et them know how a flat fee tax
couid disproportionately affect those in their constituency.

Sincerely,

hlene. FHeklman)

Mrs. Jolene Hartman
977 Hayes Ave.
Tipton, 1A 62772

No. of Copies rec'd__ 2

LstABCDE




RECEIVED & INSPEGTED |
NOV - 9 2005 CC 9 6—45
November 3, 2005 FCC - MA'LHOOM ORiGiNAL

ek, B S mp————

Federal Communications Commission
Chairman, Kevin }. Martin

445 12th St., SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Martin:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Myself, and many of my friends,
famity and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, UST is currently collected on a revenue basis. Peopie who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero mimutes of
long distance a month. People who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable
monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume
users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses
all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.

While 1 am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their
customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like to ensure 1 am charged fairly, 1fthe FCC
goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with
top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and spread the word to my community. 1 respectfully
request you reconsider how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those least able to afford it.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

L{ ‘va&é 4 | ]L'Uéfmﬁk & vy

Arleen Mendicino
800 N. Main St., Apt. F8
Williamstown, NJ 08094
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Dear Chairman

FCC-MAILROOM®
| have serious concems regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FC
change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the
unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system. If the FCC changes that system 1o a flat fee, that means that someone who

uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as

someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited
resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like to
ensure that | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service wili cost more.
And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concemns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know
how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | lock forward to hearing about your position on this
matter.

Sincerely, | | W
David Alfred Dairee L4
14062 Corliss Ave N

Seattle WA, 98133
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Michael Darche ECC - MAIl BOOM %
26 Oakwood Ave. Auburn, Massachusetts 01501-1757

ORIGlNAL November 01, 2005 10:30 PM

FCC

Chairman Kevin J. Martin
445 12" St. SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Martin:

I have serious concerns regarding your position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF)
collection method to a monthly flat fee. 1, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively
impacted by the unfair change proposed by you.

As you know, USF is currentiy collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more
into the system which is how it should be! If you change that system to a flat fee, that means
that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount
into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month which is not fair at all.
People who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless
users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones
due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF
from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a
highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue
with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC
information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass
along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like
ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. [ request you stop this nonsense and leave the fee the way it is! The only thing 1
would change would be to get rid of the fee altogether!

Thank you for your time.

No. of Copies rec'd
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Chairman Kevin J Martin -
FCC NOV - 9 2005 OR'GgNAL
445 12 St SW
Washington, DC FCC - MAILROOM

Dear Chairman Martin,

The considered action by the Federal Communications Commissions (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee causes me great concern. Many of your
constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

You well know that USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes
a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long
distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
mcreases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality
is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure I am charged fairly. 1f the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my
service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has
plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I wili continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. |
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Your sincere consideration of this matter is appreciated. T thank you for your continued work and look forward
1o hearing about your position on this matter.

Respectfully,

= N
24‘5‘3’* e

James Dunn
3555 NW Elmwood Dr.
Corvallis, OR 97330
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FCC, Chairman Kevin J Martin
445 12th St. SW
Washington, DC, 20554,

Dear Chairman Martin:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Comnmunications Commissions’ (FCC)
position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat
fee. Many of YOUR constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will
be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay
more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that
someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount
into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents
who use their limited resources wisely SHOULD NOT be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid
wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up
their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America. The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed
about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their
website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not
require companies to recover, or “pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is
they do. As a consumer I would like to ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goesto a
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon
and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to
my community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on
this matter.

Spicrely, 7
(A42¢ {i-:;,;,' €. {ﬂ?&g] d 0

Darlene Geist No. of Copies rec’
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FCC, Chairman Kevin J. Martin
445 12th St. SW FCC - MAILROOM
Washington, DC 20554

Subject: Universal Service Fund

| have serious concerns regarding your position to change the Universal Service
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. |, my family, friends and
neighbors will be hurt by this unfair change. This would also be an un-legisiated
tax. 1 have contacted my congressmen and urged them to take action to prevent
this change in fee collection.

People who use long distance the most should pay more into it. {f the systemis
changed to a flat fee, someone who uses long distance hundreds of minutes a
month would pay the same amount into the fund as [, a retiree, who uses very
little long distance each month because | am trying to save money. { should not
be penalized for this.

| suggest that you take another look at all of the people who would be hurt by
this change in collection method and drop the idea quickly and completely.

Sincerely,

Daniel S. Schekirke
13801 Tregaron Drive

Bellevue, NE 68123

No. of Copies rec'd O
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Dear Mr Martin,

FCC - MAILRGOM

['have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC)
position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat
fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be
negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay
more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that
someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount
into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents
who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid
wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up
their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America. :

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the
USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website,
including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require
companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with
top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to
my community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on
this matter.

Sincerely,

Lisabeth fangemeer

Elizabeth Langemeier
1444 County Rd E

Scribner, NE 68057-1402 NO of Copigs F%‘U\L
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FCC, Chairman Kevin J Martin
445 12th St SW
Washington, DC, 20554,

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’
(FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to
a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the
FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use
more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee,
that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources
wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students,
prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural
consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-
volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly
detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed
about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their
website, including links to FCC information. While | am aware that federal law
does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their
customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am
charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more.
And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC
has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the
word to my community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my
behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those
in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your
position on this matter.

Sincerely,
John S Frost

M / Zfﬁ/ No. of Copies o6
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I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (F [tllgm MAILROOM
position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a mor i

fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be

negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay
more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that
someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount
into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents
who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid
wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up
their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the
USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website,
including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require
companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon
and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to
my community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.
Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on

this matter.

Sincerely,

D

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress

No. of Copies rec'd /0
ListABCDE




e B L AN 4

November 2, 2005 Gc: 96“45

RECEIVED & |
11202 Martin Ave.
Omaha, NE 68164-6805 NOV - 9 2005
FCC FCC - MAILROOM

445 12th St SW
Washington, DC, 20554
ATTN: Chairman Kevin J Martin

ORIGINAL

I have sent the following comments to my elected officials to let them know that |
strongly oppose your proposed flat tax rate change for the Universal Service Fund. This
change, if enacted, will eliminate phone service for a large percentage of the US
population, and ultimately lose a lot of business for the affected phone service providers.
This is not a wise move.

Mr. Martin:

“T have senious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC)
position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat
fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be
negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay
more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that
someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount
into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents
who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid
wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up
their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding
burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the
USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website,
including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require
companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like to ensure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goestoa
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon
and without legislation.
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I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to
my community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting
them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on
this matter.”

Please reconsider the effects this change will have.
Thank you,

| /%Mv A Lol

ohn R. Weed
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1951 Woodrun Dr. , Montgomery, Alabama 36117-5008
November 12, 2005 02:44 PM
The Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear The Federal Communications Commission:

The flat-fee Universal Service Fund proposal is unfair. I urge you to oppose this plan. I am one
of the millions of consumers that will be unfairly taxed at a higher rate under the flat fee plan.
The flat-fee would mean a tax hike for peopie like me -- consumers that use prepaid cellular
phones or make few long distance calls.

I support the Keep USF Fair Coalition, and monitor this issue on their website. Stopping the flat

fee tax is important to my family - not to mention my pocket book. You will hear from me

again, until this issue is resolved fairly! The flat-fee is unfair, and un-American.

Under the flat fee proposal you are considering, people who make few long distance calls would
pay the same as people or businesses that make many calls. In other words, low-volume and
primarily residential customers would bear the same universal service fund burden as high-
volume residential or business customers. I urge you to reject this flat-fee proposal.

Thank you.

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress
Sincerely,

Newton J. Bell V

cc:

Senator Richard Shelby

Representative Terry Everett
Senator Jeff Sessions




